the doubt by using a correction factor on his anemometer
(Tr. 493-494).  He also explained the circumstances sur-
rounding the abatement efforts made to correct the cited
condition (Tr. 496-500} . Mr. Peters admitted to "a few
methane ignitions" at the Maple Creek No. 2 Mine, but he
indicated that they were face ignitions which did not result
in any explosions (Tr. 500) .

After consideration of all of the testimony and evidence
here adduced, I conclude and find that the petitioner has
established a violation by a preponderance of the evidence.
Accordingly, citation no. 2102619 IS AFFIRMED.

Inspector Shade confirmed that he issued citation no.
2102609, because the respondent violated its approved roof
control plan when it installed two roof support jacks
simultaneously inby unsupported roof after a center jack
had been installed in an entry.  The roof control plan does
not permit the simultaneous installation of two jacks because
it places the men under unsupported roof (Tr. 99).  Mr. Shade
identified exhibit P-3, drawing No. 2 as the particular roof
control provision which he claims was violated (Tr. 102) .
He explained that the roof jacks' are installed after the
particular cut has been mined out, and that when he arrived
on the section, a "short cut" had been mined, and the jacks
were installed in preparation for roof bolting (Tr. 103) .

Mr. Shade explained the roof control drawing, and he
confirmed that the jacks labeled A/ B, and C were in place,
and he explained the sequence for installing the remaining
ones (Tr. 105-107).  He explained that with the A, B, and
C jacks in place, the men'next installed jack No. 2, the
center jack, and then walked inby unsupported roof and
installed jacks Nos. 4 and 6.  This violated the plan, since
jacks Nos, 1 through 6 should have been installed in sequence

(Tr. 108; 111).  The proper procedure -is to install one jack,
and^then go to the next one.  Here, the men installed two at
a time, and they were exposed to more unsupported roof than
was necessary (Tr. 109).  He confirmed that the distance
between the No. 4 and No. 6 jacks was .approximately 9-1/2 feet

(Tr.   110).

Mr.   Shade described the roof  as   "abnormal,"  and  that  it
had  "potted in different places,"   and  this  is   the reason why
a  "short cut"  of approximately  12   feet had been mined.     He
also indicated that the  roof  in the  entire  section had  "clay
veins,"   and  "they had slips which passed  through a loose
roof  that  fall out at any time"   (Tr.   112) .     He believed that
the  respondent knew the  roof was  bad and  that   is why  12-foot
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